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abſence, corricted by his Friend ; This wd 
_ "Himſelf, In ha: e fore paſſges woe | 
mitted, forhe added; 'oth explain d; Ib 2 
like. The Omiſſions are Few ; and, in the Preſent 
edition, taken notice of -at the bottom of each re- 
ewe hdybeling 8b chidly, act en 
was found fault with for deficiency in this particu- 
lar. Read the paſſages omitted; ' av inſerted in the 
firſt edition, and you'tfay, In juſtice, No objection 
can be made to em ; In ,, Mr. Thee au- 
thor's deſign, when he inſerted ö was only to 
repreſent the wickedneſs of the br in as lively 
an image as poſſible: His friend's deſign, when he 
retrafted em, was purely to oblige the Lord of 
Bangor, who is well Known to love the” wor . of 
his Enemies better than irvebtive. 


XB. T hays the Dofior'sorders wo remove he TM 
jouſe that were in 2.41. and to put a dunn in the room 
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wc - : 
To the Reader. | PII 
N 1. W e the * Fane 
a hurch (or 'alergy ) with being 
"dw i he means only: thoſe ſome of the 
church,” who are realy guilty of Oc. and ho 
call themſelves the charth. And the character 
given Dr. Sh. and his cauſe (tho ſeemingly 
ſevere, you'll find (if you read the whole) is 
back'd with a reaſon; with ſuch a reaſon as the 
Author takes to be a good one 3 and ſuch a dne 
4s. he apprehends others will take to be ſuch, 
til the Dr. or his friends ſhew, that it is not- 
. *Pis deſired that the argument in the book, 
not the merriment, may chiefly be attended to 
that the ſeemingly . ſevere _ expreſſions, . be- 
ing built pox reaſon, may be regarded, not as 
raileries, but as expreſſions built wpou reaſti ; 
and that they may ſtand or fall with the-reaſor 
they are built upon. Thoſe that moſtly con- 
cern the Cm. are built on the Rea ſoning you'll 
fipd p. 27; | 28. i. e on the Argument to 
prove, that the km, the Com. write for, is the De- 
vil s. Read that before other parts of the book. 
Thoſe that moſtly concern the Dean, are built 
partly on that, partly on other Nea ſonings you'll 
meet with; which Reaſonings in this Edition 
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* being diftinguiſh'd by the con- 
daooverſy, and the part you act 
in it. But is there any honour, 
in being ar the head of a Bad 
s? or is there ar modeſty, in calling it a 
Good one? a cauſe that has Lis regard to 
religion, than to à pretence of it; More, to 
the authority of the church, than xo the church. 
Your abilities might be better employ d, and 
with more advantage to Yon and Themſelves, 
than in attempting to eſtabliſh ſuch a cauſe! 
2 cauſe which has its own wealneſs, and 
the ableſt adverſary, to deſtroy it. I ko. 
not who envies you the reputation of being 
employ'd in ſo extraordinary a work. Who 
is there that can perform ſuch a task? who is 
there (except the > Jed) that wou'd in earneſt 
undertake it ? for my part, I don't at all won- 
der at bis undertaking i it ; for the dean muſt 
excuſe me if *ris my opinion of the dean, that 
he has abundance of vanity ; and a much 
bet” 
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berter title clan his lordſhip, to that A 
ble character he has given of his * | 
that he I ſtick at nothing. 
 THEereE's à certain popular man in che 
world, who acts as if his conſcience were a ſlave 
to his ambirion; and whoſe character, as given 
him by his o conduct, is this that for 
the ſake of being Supreme in any party, he'd 
undertake the Defence of it. I-wou'd by no 
means have it thought that the D. of C. is hin- 
ted at. But let him be who he will, To give 
him This character, is To name him. 
Tov, Sir, being a great man at this time 
in the church, are for making the church 
greater than every body elſe. The church, 
we are told, has authority in affairs of ſalvati- 
on: and a chriſtian's religion is not a chriſti- 
an's, but the church's. . The church is a Law- 
giver, the church is a King, the church 1s 
CHRIST, the church is Every thing but the 
church. This, we ſee, is the New doctrine 
of the committee. I find, Sir, we are to have 
All things New in a little time. Mr. Toland 
has furniſh'd us with a New Goſpel, and the 


* Does not every body know the man' that a few years ago 
preach'd the very doctrine of his Lp. and that now oppoſes his 
Lp. for preaching 1 it? Does not every body know, that he ſtil de- 
fend: and perfiſts in the doctrine he preach d, when he preach'd 
the ſame he's oppoling And dots not every body know 
doo, hat ation and views he had at that time; and what. ſince ? 

Does ſu a man deſerve the character that is here. given him; 
or does he net? 

Com- 
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Committee have far rie us with a Mey 
Chriſt. oe . Wu 

No chriſtian) will thank the comminer br 
being fo ind to the. church, whether the 
church will thank em, I know not. the pow- 
er beſtaw d by the com. on the church is 
a great one but then tis ſuch a power as tis 
neither tlie church's e to Accept, nor the 
cam. N10 Reſtow. 

C ahnbertacyoutiadtiecot nnen 
vane iti favur of the church's f right to unchri 
ian peoples. I would Ak you, Who gave it em? 
Whende do they derive ix ? do they derive it 
From chriſt? or do they derive it from the 
people ĩ mt from © Griſt ; for chriſt never 
gave the church a right to incroach upon 
chriſtis: not from the people ; for the people no- 
ver gave the church a tight to incroach upon 
the people's. but if they derive it neither from 
abriſt, nor from the prople, they caunt derive it 
from any other quarter. if ſo, how it conies to 
be a ige, I know not; nor what cou'd induce 
the dean to believe that the church have a right 
to do ng. This, methinks, is 6 60” the 
Devil of his Right. 


Ix ſpeaking of a fncere rejetc tor of Jeſue f. | 
or the tuo en De. Sh., I ſuppoſe, meu 
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to laſn at Two perſons; at Dr. Sh., and the 


Quaker: at Dr. Sh., as a rejector of Jeſus Chriſt, 
by preaching up, not Jeſus Chriſt's kingdom 
(as formerly), but the clergy's: at the _ 
as a rejector of baptiſm aui the lord's ſupper. 
would ask now in the firſt place, — 
Dr. of Divinity's preaching up Jeſus Chriſt's 
kingdom, is an eſſential mark of his being a 
chriſtian; and conſequently, Whether Dr. Sh's 
thus rejecting Jeſus Chriſt, by preaching up 
the clergy 's inſtead of it, is an eſſential mark 
of his being None ? In the next place, Whe- 
ther embracing baptiſm and the lord's ſupper, 
is an eſſential mark of being a chriſtian, and 
conſequently, Whether the Quaker's rejecting 
them, is an eſſential mark of his being None? 
To the former of theſe two queries, I will ven- 
ture to anſwer in the aſſirmative; to the latter 
Tow will: and then according to our two anſwers 
put together, neither a Dr. Sh. nor a „is 
2 chriſtian. If ſo, tell me Dr. Whether the ſince- 
rity you are ſpeaking of, i. e. Whether the fince+ 
rity of a Dr. Sh. or a Quaker, has any thing to 
do with the ſincerity of a chriſtian ? and con- 
ſequently, Whether your objection againſt the 
doctrine of the biſhop, has any thing to do 
with the doctrine of the biſhop? 

Ix Page the 8th of your preface, you abuſe 
God and the church, by telling us that God's 
8 favour is not God's, but the church's. This 
you 
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you aſſert (whether you doſign it or no) when 
you aſſert exprefly that God has committed the di ſ- 
penſation of his favour to the church, i.e. that God 
has made a God of the church. But where, | 
pray, has he done this? either in ſcrip- 
ture, or no where: if in ſcripture, I cor 
jure you to tell me in what paſſage of ſcrip- 
ture; and not only in What paſſage, but, in 
what Manner has he done it? for, either tis 
in the Expreſs words of that paſſage, or in 
your own Conſtruction of it : if in the 
Expreſs words of it, then the biſhop, I'm 
ſure, will give up the point: but, if only in 
your own Conſtruction of it, then you, certain- 
ly, ought-to give it up ; for, in this caſe, to 
maintain it, is to ſay your own conſtruction of 
a paſſage in ſcripture, is that paſſage. But 
let me tell you, Sir, I ſhall as ſoon believe, a 
lawyer is law, becauſe you ſay he is law, or 
that a divine is divinity, becauſe you ſay he is 
divinity, as that your dictates are ſcripture s, 
becauſe you ſay they are ſcripture's. when the 


devil tells me that the church of the devil is 


the church of chriſt, ſhall I believe him ? or 
| when a profane interpreter tells me that a 
profane interpreter's conſtruction of ſcripture, 


is ſcripture, ſhall I belieye him? 


Io v carry on your ſtgry indeed very plau- 


ſibly, when you aſſert that Ged has not only 
given Man the diſpoſal of God's favours, but 
8 2 hay 
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has eren * preſcrib d to him, in the f. 
means and rules how to difpoſe of em. Your 
being ſo particular i in aſſerting your falſchood, 
gives. ſuch a caulu of truth to it, as might in- 
duce thoſe who know neither Dr. Sh. nor the 
ſcriptuxes, to believe you; and, in humdnity, 
not to think you capable of belying, God and 
the Goſpel twice within tuo lines. but there 
are ſome in the world, who have learnt God 
and Dr. Sh. better than ſo. there are ſome that 
have their ſenſes and their chriſtianity about 
Wn; and that love truth, better than a colour 
of it. theſe men, you muſt imagine, will be 
pt to charge, not God, but Dr. Sh., with 
making God's favour be at the diſpoſal of ſuch 
12 Di en difpoſe of it. 2 

F beg, doctor, you won't be angry at me 
for agreeing with this ſort of men in this fort 
of fentiments ; at leaſt till you have been 
pleas d to inform the ignorant world when and 
where God diſpos d of his own prerogative to 
his creatures; when and where he preſcrib'd any 
Means and Rules for the uſe of it; and what 
are thoſe Means and Rules. Till you have 
made theſe things as clear as the light, give 
me leave to think your doctrine a bad one; 
and your defence of it a worſe: a defence that 
wou'd cheat the ignorant into the belief of 


— 
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things 


. 
things which are not only fit fir i dean to Teach 
and for the Ig norunt to Believe But it's to be 
hop d but few men have ignoranee enough for 
the dean's purpoſe. for my part, I have a bet- 
rey opinion of the uadeſtandings, as well as of 
the chriſtianity of chriſtians, than to think the 
dean's goſpel will paſs for our ſaviour's. 1 
In Page roth you make the church and 
yourſelf ridiculous, when yeu advance, that 
the church's ſentence is not the church's ſer- 
rence; but a Declaration of God's: The 
* church (fay you} judges, 7. e. paſſes fenrence, 
& according to 'God's will; therefore: does, 
jn truth, paſs no ſentence of its Own, but 
* Declares the ſentence of God. He that has 


eyes to fee, let him fee that the church's 


advocate, inſtead of denying that they are 
chargeable with the guilt they are charged 
wich, gives a neu name to their guile, and calls 


it declaring the ſentence of God, i. e. (properly) 


the wilt of God, as notify'd in ſcripture. Bur 
ta declare the will of God, as notify d in ſcrip- 


ture, goes no farther, than to declare that 9 


who is certainly Iuffutere, is a fnner, and ſhall 
be punifh'd by God as ſuch. Now I would ask, 
Whether the church don't rake upon em to 
Judge who in, and who is a0 Inſincere, and 
to paſs ſentence on him as Inſincere, hem 
they do but preſume to be Infincere? To tlie 
Queſtion * you have anſwer'd Yes already. 


* * Pref. p. 5, and 6. 8 FE 
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Pil ask you again then, Is this declaring God's 
wil? God forbid ! reader, if any man tells 
you fo, anſwer. him, that it's not the will of 
God, but the will of the church. I wiſh in- 
deed that God's will were the church's; but, 
pray God, the church's may never be God's. 
The will ef God is, that he, and he only, who. 
is certainly inſincere, ſhall be puniſh'd by God. 
as infincere: the will of the church is, that, 
not he only who is certainly inſincere, but even 
he whom the church preſume to be inſincere, 
ſhall be puniſh'd by God, and the clurch too, as in- 
fincere. Away with this ridiculous will of 
the church! away with this ridiculous notion 
of declaring the will of God ! - ridiculous indeed 
monſtrous ! abominable ! I inſiſt upon it, that 
by the will of God, as reveal'd in ſeripture, 
it's reveal'd, that infincere men ſhall certainly 
be puniſh'd in the next world; but that it is 
nat reveal'd, that the dean of C. is an inſincere 
man (tho moſt people think him ſo,) or that 
he ſhall be Pond in this world for his be- 
ing ſo. 
27 s plain now what God's will zs, and is 
: God's will is, that the man whom the 
1 God knows to be inſincere, ſhall be 


puniſh'd by God, for inſincerity; tis not, that 


the man whom the anknouing church preſumes 
to be inſincere, ſhall be puniſh'd either by God 
a ; ar 


(083), 
or the church en bub by Sl the 
«church,) for inſincer it. 

„15 merry to hear a blind: man's notion of 
Au tis etjually merry to hear the dean of 
C. sccount of fincerity. Tou have it in p; 12. 
of his preface; Where he ſhews neither wit nor 
argument, but an endeavour at both, when 
he puts fooliſher notions than a papilt's (i. e. his 
own)into the head of a papiſt; m him talk to 
this purpoſe, when a proteſtant biſhop goes a- 
bout to convert him: © my lord, for what 

«purpoſe wou'd you convert me? I am ar 
v preſent ſincere in the profeſſion of popery ; 
and, by your lordſhip's principles, ſincerity 
« will intitule me to the favour of God, as 
« well. in my communion as in yours. To 
« what end then, ſhouꝰd T liſten to the means 

you propoſe of bettering my judgment? 
Here, Sir, either you mean for the papiſt to 
ſpeak of ſincerity, in his lurdſbip's and its own 
ſenſe, or you do not: It you do not, tis im- 
pertinence, and we may as well ſuppoſe the 
papiſt to be talking to the moon, as to his 
lordſhip : but if you do, tis abſurdity, and 
will ſtand thus in its full light. © — Sincerity 
* requires I ſhould, as long as I live, liſten to 
« all means propoſed to me for judging and 
« acting aright: I have liſtened to all ſuch, 
& till To Day: Till To Day therefore, I'm 
« Sincere But, To Day, more ſuch means 

are 


(160) 


are propos d to me; What ſhall I do in 
This caſe? why, as I am ſincere tl To Day, 
I not liſten, to them; i. e. I have been Sin- 
< cere hitherto, | therefore. 1'JI, not continue ;ſo, 
The. papiſt is much obliged, to the dn. for 
putting his on non-ſenſe, into the mouth of 
the papiſt In kindneſs to the pope, II 
dwell | à little longer on ſhewing himſal 9 
himſelf, according to the dn. s account of him. 
The pope, well ſuppoſe with the dn, has 
been all along til! To Day very fiucere : . why ? 
becauſe he has acted according to a judgment, 
which, till To Day, he has uſed All the meang 
he cou'd come at to be right in. To Day, we'll 
ſuppoſe; an engliſh | biſhop propoſes: to him 
New and Clear reaſons Againſt popery, and 
For his converſion : To Day therefore he has 
more mean to come at, than he had Teſterday, 
of being . right: in his judgment. he flights 
theſe New, means; he knows he lights them; 
and yer at the ſame time.thinks (if we'll believe 
the dn.) he makes as much Uſe of them, and 
(if we'll believe the dn. again) really does make 
as much Uſe of them when he makes no. Uſe of 
them, as if he Uſed them.— This abſurd menn- 
ing, Sir, is yours; or elſe a meaning that is 
not to the purpoſe: for (as I ſaid before) either 
you, and your friend the pope, in this conference, 
ſpeak of ſincerity in his lordſbip's and its own 


ſenſe, or you do not; if you do not, I ſtill ſay 
N th: 


(17) 
che pope and ybu aro two impertinent fellows i 
and then pray get you gone, both of you, a+ 
bout your own buſineſſes, for his Lordſhip and 
I have nothing to do with you: But if you d 
ſpeak of it in That ſenſe, then P11 60 leave 
to repeat what That ſenſe is: A man can ne- 
ver be ſaid to be Sincere in that ſenſe; bur 
when in the love of rectitude he uſes ail the 
means he can come at to rettify his judgment, 
before he acts according to that judgment: 
To ſay then (as you and the pope moſt 
ſtrangely do) that the pops when he — 
flighted the laſt means that have been propos 
to him for re&ifying his judgment, and — 
ingly ſlighted them, is as ſincere as he was 
before he had flighted them, i. e. To ſay ſuch 
a one is Sincere, in his Lordſbip's and the True 
ſenſe of Sincerity, is in effect to ſay that Acting 
according to a judgment which one has not us d 
All the means one could come at to be Right 
in, is Acting according to a judgment which 
one has us d All the means one cou'd come at 
to be Right 1 in. 
NOTHIi N is properly Snoerity, but what 
is Sincerity i in its whole ſenſe : this laſt is Sin- 
cerity in it's whole ſenſe ; this laſt, andthis laſt 
only, is Sincerity in his Jordſbi ip” „ as appears 
from a very true account of it in a little Piece 
againſt Mr. Steb. which I would fain recom- 
mend to thoſe two men, the Dean and the Pope. 
:. IG: 0 
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so ir ſeems chat Sincerity in its Whole ſenſe 
and in his Lordſhip's, is quite a different thing 
from what it is in Tours: In Yours, it ſignifes 
no more than a man's Acting according to his 
judgment as informed by all the means he has 
uſed to inform it aright: In its Whole ſenſe and 
his Lordſhip's, it ſignifies his Acting accord- 
ing to his judgment, not only as inform d by 
All the means he has uſed, but by All the 
means it has been in his Power to uſe, to inſorm 
it arighe. This diſtinction to me, I conſeſs, is 
a material one, tho prima facie ſo ſmall as to be 
overlook'd by qa, and indeed by af who have 
written againſt ſincerity. by over- 
looking it you and they. haye been led into ons 
error, and by that into a thouſand more. 

Wrar I have been ſaying at large, is briefly 
this. A Sincere papiſt, according to his lordſhip, 
has a title to the favour of God, as being Sincere: 
But you can't ſay that therefore a papiſt hitherto 
Sincere, has a title to the favour of God as be- 
ing Sincere when he ceaſes do be Sincere.— This 
indeed is the caſe. 

Ar rER having troubled che center and 
my ſelf with an account of the way which the 
_ thinks would be a urong one of converting 
2 papiſt, tis worth while to enquire ¶ hich 
= 4528 dean thinks would be a right one? 
Why, in order to convert him, the dean's doc- 
trine tells us the dean would argue with him 
thus: Damnable wretch | thou art in a _ 

way 
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e way! Go on, and tho” thou art fincere, thou 
er awilt be damn'd.— But look here, my way is 
* a Heavenly one, my. way is the only oue intrin- 
*©Frally right way; come into it, th i 
© and thou ſhalt iuHllilly be ſa vd. This 
indeed is a right popiſh method of making pro- 
teſtants papiſts; but no body s, except the dn. of 
C's proteſtant ma of Oy * * 
teſtants. 

I ſhort, Dr. Fdner have you puzzle your 
ſelf any longer about theſe matters. At leaſt, 
I'd not have you trouble your head about con- 
verting papilts to be proteſtants, till you have 
converted proteſtants to True proteſtantiſm : 
In order to this, Id adviſe you, in the ſirſt 
place, to convert ſome of the church of england 
to the charch of england ; and in the next, to 
convert the dean of C. to chriſtianity. -.-- 

TE D.'s and the Com's account of recti- 
tude is as Wrong as their account of fiucerity - 
Which I much wonder at; for, methinks, they 
ſhould have taken more care than to Trangreſs 
ne in Deſcribing it. 
Salvation, ſay they, does not depend upon 
a fincere way of Worſhip, but upon a. * right 
one : upon the ozly oxz Right way. Now let 
us ſee Which is this ouly o Right way. Dr. Sh. 
(being a church woo aue man) will tell us t 
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dit is; why ? becauſe in tbe ſincerity of his heart 

he-BeLIEvEs it is: Dr. Cal. too (being a 
diſſenter) will tell us that his is; why? becauſe in 
the fincerity of his heartheBer inves it is. In- 
deed if Dr. Sh's is the only ons Right way, be- 
cauſe in the ſincerity. of his heart he believes it is, 
Pari ratione Dr. Cal.*s is the only ons Right way, 
-becauſe in the fincerity of bis heart he believes it 
is. So according to Dr. Sh. there are Two 
only one Right ways of Wir ſhipping God. But in 
anſwer to this, ſays Dr. Sh. I don't only B R- 
LIEVE- mine to be fuch, but am SUR = it is; 
becauſe the ſcripture (which is infallibly true) 
tells me it's ſuch. - Does the ſcripture, pray, 
in expreſs words, ſay, the church of england way 
of worſhipping God is the only one Right way of 
' worſhipping God? no, why, then tis not #he 
ſcripture, but Dr, $h.'s conftruftion of ſcripture, 
that tells him the church of england way (7. e. 
his own way) of worfhipping God, is the only 
ONE Right way. Now this is as ſtrong an ar- 
gument that Dr. Cal.'s, as that Dr: Sh.'s, 
is the only ONE Right way; for as Dr. Sh's 
, Conſtruction of ſcripture tells Dr. Sh. that 
the church of england's way of worſhip is the 
en o * Right way, ſo Dr. Calis Conſtrue- 
tions of ſcripture tells Dr. Cal. the diſſemer (not 
the church of england's) way of worfhip, is the 
only o Right way. The queſtion then comes 
to be this, Which is the only ONE Right way Of 


conftruing 
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Dr. Sh. after an honeſt and impartial examina- 
tion of his, fncerely BELIEVES his to be ſuch. 
Dr. Cal. too will ſay, Dr. Cal.'s is; why ? be- 
cauſe Dr. Cal. after an haneſt and impartial 
examination of his, ſincerely xl VES his to be 


ſuch. Indeed, if this be a reaſon why Dr. Sh.'s. 


conſtruction of ſcripture is an ou] o n= Right 
conſtruction ; tis equally a reaſon why Dr. CaFs 
is ANOTHER only one Right conſtruction.— Thus 


we ſee that as (according to the dean and the 


committee, c.) there are ro only.ons Right 
ways of worſbipping God; ſo (according to the 


dean and the committee, c.) there are wo 


51 o Right ways of conſtruing ſcripture. 

I x ſhort, it appears that if I chooſe this 
communion fixcerely, I chooſe aright;; and if I 
chooſe that communion, (tho the moſt contra- 
ry to this) ſincerely, I chooſe aright. So that 
the ridiculous notion of an only ox x Beſt choice 
in oppoſition to a Sincere one, infers as many 
only ons Beſt choices, as Sincere ones. 

HEINE we find the argument advanced a 
little while ago in prejudice of Sincerity, ends 
in its favour; and that Dr. Sh. himſelf, who, 
according. to himſelf, has made the very Beſt 
choice of a communion, (i. e. the Beſt God il 
expect from him,) can hope for nothing from it on 
any other {core than its being ſuch a choice as 


fi ucerity 


eonftruing ſcripture, Dr. $h.'s, or Dr. Cal. 's? 
Dr. Sh. will ſay Dr. Shs is; why?, becauſe 
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fiermy direfts him to. For, even according to 
Dr. Sh., God's favour attends a chriſtiar''s 
worſhipping God, then, and then only, when 
he worſhips him in the only o Right way; and 
that way Dr. Sh. has pitched upon is Dr. Shs 
only o Right way, Becauſe, and merely Be- 
cauſe, he's dire&ed to it, not by prejudice, not 
by authority, not by imereſt, or chance, but by fin- 
cerity: And I ſtill inſiſt upon it that, by parity 
of reaſon, the way Dr. Cal. has pitch'd upon is 
Dr. Cal's only om Right way, Becauſe he's di- 
rected to it, not by prejudice, not by authority, 
not by intereſt or chance, but by fincerity. | 
Ir mayn't be amiſs now to take a ſhort re- 
view of the dean's and the committee's argu- 
ment. They make by it tuo diſtinti things of 
worſhipping God in a fincere way, and worſflip- 
ping him in a right one; will have God's favour 
to attend none but a right way; will have the 
churchman's to be a right one, and the diſſenter 
only a ſincere one: God's favour then, accord- 
ing to the dean c, attends but One of theſe two 
ways, becauſe according to the dean Oc. but 
One of them is a right one. Now upon exa- 
mination it appears that That One Particular 
way which (according to the dean, Cc.) is 4 
right one, is to be deem'd a righs one becauſe and 
0 I I becanſe he who follows it is Hucere in it: 
for the ſame reaſon then, that other Particular 
way which, as being diſtinit from T his, ( accord- 
CEO „„ ing 
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ing to che dean, G is 2 wrong way, is to be 
deem d 9 one, _ he who follows it i is 
ucere in it. a 
WI find at laſt 0 the T'wo..ouly own 

Right ways of worſhipping God, amount to 
bu Ons; that a fiucre way, and a right one, 
are one and the {ame ; and that i God's fas 
your is Tare to attend One of theſe & YO WAYS, 
a ſigcere churchman 5 or 2 ſincere diſſenter 8 
tis tis equally ſure to attend Both of them. 

Tus have I traced the dean's doctrine of 
fneerity and reftitude, conſider d in its on ne- 
ceſſary meaning, to this neceſſary conſequence, 
viz, that it aſſerts, and denies, the ver 

thing; is thereby repugnant to itſelf; . be- 
ing ſo, is a very falſe doctrine, becauſe no do- 
Erine that's repu 5 Ja to it ſelf can poſiibly 
be true. That it's repugnant to it ſelf, is ap- 
parent to thoſe (and only to thoſe) who exa- 
mine it; who. examine it with as much care, 
and with as little partiality, as ſuch a fubje& 
has a title to. Certainly, To fay with the 
dean, that it's not a chriſtian's duty to Worſhip 
God and Conſtrue Scripture, in the way his oui 
ſincerity direfts him to, but in that which is the 
only-one Right way init ſelf, is to make Two 
Disrixer things of Worſhipping-God and Con- 
ſtruing Scripture fucerely, and Worſhipping 
God and Conſtruing Scripture aright.:-—To 
ſay at the ſame time with the dean, that 
the dean, by Worſhipping God and Conſtru- 


ing 


00 
ixg Scripture only in that way which his owy- 
Sintcerity directs him to, Warſhip and Conſtrues 
in that which is the only o ns Right way. in it - 
ſelf, is to make ON any the SAM thing 
of Worſhipping and Conſtruing fncerely, and 
Worſhipping and Conſtruing aright— Whether 
or no it is juſtice to charge ſuch a doctrine 
with aſſerting and denying the very ſame thing, I 
leave al men, except the authors of it, to determine. 
Tus dean, by this time, perhaps, will be 

for giving up the old queſtion, and for propo- 
ſing a neu one. Being forced to drop his firſt 
Diſtin&ion (between a chriſtian's being in 2 
fincere way and his being in a right one) he'll be 
inclin'd to try the fate of a ſecond ; namely, 
Between one chriſtian's ſincerity and another's ; 
making it a queſtion, Whether, tho God's 
favour follows every chriſtian's ſincerity, it does 
not follow this chriſtian's fincerity u o E than 
that chriſtian's; a churchman s MOE than a 
diſſenter s; and conſequently Dr. Sb. s MORE 
than Dr. Cal. s? To this I anſwer, that God's 
favour follows the ſincerity of a chriſtian, not 
conſider d as the ſincerity of a church of eng- 
land chriſtian, but as the ſincerity of à chri- 
ſtian; and therefore the Utmoſt degree of 
ſincerity in a diſſenting Chriſtian, has as good 
a title to the Utmoſt degree of God's favours 
as the Utmoſt degree of ſincerity in a church 


of 
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of england. chriſtian ; conſequently Dr. Cal's 
ſincerity, . if as much as Dr. $h.'S, is intitul 4 
to as much of God's favour as Dr. Hh. F 
_ 0bj. Bor how can this be (ays Dr. 950 
ſure there sa difference between being Sin- 
cerel in the Right, and Sincerely i in the ' Wrong) 
Dr. h., as being: a Sincere churchman, IS Sin- 
cerely in the Right; Dr. Cal, as being a Sin- 
cere diſſenter, i IS Sincerely in the Wrong. 

Fo this objection 1 have anſwer d before, 
that the Sincerity of Dr. Sh. 8 choice of the 
church of England communion, not his choice 
of the church. 5 England communion, | conſt i- 
tutes che Reftitude of his choice. its ſincerity, 
and its. ſincerity only, MAKES it a right one; 
take away then its Hncerity, and its incerity 
only, and it's a wrong one, To ſay therefore 
that there” $ a difference between a chriſtian? 8 
being Sincerely in the Right,” and Sincerely in 
the Wrong, is an Odd Way ok talking; and has 
either zo meaning, or none but this, viz. that 
there” Sa difference 5 a © ed i . 


9 


two dj ink things; and chat of theſe two o per- 

ſons a ſincere Churchman and a ſincere Diſ⸗ 
ſenter, but One is in the Right ; this ſuppoſition 
will ſtand Dr. Cal. in as much ſtead as Dr. 
Ch.; being as much in tavour of the diſſenter's 
Rectitude, as of "the churchmai? $: for, from 
x D whence, 


e 
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whence, pray, does Dr. Sh. eonclude chat the 
fincere churchmai is lincerely : in the Right, but 


from Dr. S$h.'s fincere Belief, hat 155 is ſo? 
Has not Dr. Cal. then'the ſame reaſon to con- 


clude | the ſincere diſſeiiter i is ſincerely in the 
Right, from Dr. Cal's fincere Belef chr He is 
o? 

Tax dn, by chis time will be for marohbing 
off from the ſecond queſtion, as before from 
the firſt: The next objection e' fix upon Til 
guelst to be this, viz. that If when à chriſtian 


© chooſes a communion, the Sitterity of Hs 


© choice conſtitutes its 'Govdinſs, then certainly 
its Degree of goodnefs is in propoyrion to its 
© Degree of ſincerity ; and if Ib, 4s the dif- 
© ſenter does not give, nor ſeem to have, fo 
© good Reaſons for diſſenting from the cEureh, 
© as the churchman for alleriting to it, there 
is a leſs Seemingnefs of fincerity in the diſ- 
e © ſenter's choice than in the churchman $; And 
© if a Jeſs Seeminigneſs « of Sincerity, .1 may ſay 
© leſs Sincerity; for as I cannot ſee his Heart, 
© I have no other rule whereby to judge of it, 
E but by 1 its Seemingneſs : : Sinte by this rule then, 
which is the only one vhereby I can compare 
one man's lincerity with another* 8 I find the 
diſſenter's choice of a communion to be leſs 
Sincere than the churchmarꝰs, tis plain the 


Aiſſenter's Is a worſe choice in it Telf than the 
churchrtan's, | 


"1 


I may perhaps how . ion to anſwer this 
objection elſewhere; ſo that at preſent I need 
only to obſerve that it will ſtand in a diſſen- 
ters mouth againſt a church- man, exactly in 
the ſame manner as in a church-man's againſt 
a diſſenter; and is as ſtrong an argument a- 
gainſt charity, as againſt either of em. A ſin- 
cere church- man, as ſuch, muſt believe there 
is more reaſon on the church- man's fide than on 
the diffenter's : A fincere diflenter, as ſuch, 
muſt believe there is more reaſon on the diſſeu- 
ters fide than on the church-man's: And as a 
church man's conſcience, not a diffenter's, muft 
be judge of a churchmar's fincerity ; fo a diſſen- 
ters conſcience, not a churchman's, muſt be 
judge of a diffenter's fincerity. in theſe circum- 
ſtances the one muſt in duty have a Good opi- 
nion of the other: and as long as he can ſte 
No infincerity, muft imagine None: for, what 
in Other caſes is right reaſon's rule, in This 
is charity's — {Non Ap 8 & Non Entis, 
eadem eſt ratio. | 

Bur youll fay, To think ſo charitably is 
a difficult thing. Difficult indeed, to a N icled 
mind! — but Eaſy to a Good one. 

I can't cloſe this head without taking notice 
of a thought that forces itſelf upon me whe- 
ther I will or no; namely, that if the 14 
femingneſi of inſineerity is infincerity, 1 need 
not tell Dr. Sh. Nich man in the eye of the 
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world i is at this day the moſt l man in 
the world. * _ 

So much for fincerity and reitude. b 
think, T have ſufficiently unmask'd your dark 
doctrine concerning em; and expos d it in all 
its N colours and pomplexions, 


Lo ox out now 8 for a neu c auſe, or for 
a new defence of the old one: it totters mighti- 
ly, and will certainly fall in a very little time, 
if you or the CO don't get a better prop 
to it than Mr. Law. "Tis current here, that 
this Mr. Law. you talk of is a nonjuror, . and, 
as ſuch, a proteſs' d Enemy to the engliſh eſta- 
bliſhment both in church and ſtate. If fo, tis 
ſtrange to Us that Mr. Law's ſentiments ſhould 
be the ſentimeuts of the committee; *tis ſtrang- 
er {till thatmo leſs than T'wo members of the 
committee ſhould tel us ſo. But tho”, they are 
the committee's ſentiments, let no man think 
they are the church's. who or what is the 
church, I ſhall haye occaſion to inquire here- 
after: in the mean time, I need only to obſerve 
that if the committee are the church, then indeed 
Mr. Law's doctrine i is the are but if the 
Church of England is the church, Mr. Law's 
doctrine 1s, not the church's, but Mr. Law's. 


— ND en 
Vid. the note at ar bottom of p. 8, 8.—Compare Dr. $h.'s conduct 
with that gent leman's. Do they differ} tell me, in wht 2 Do 
cbey es ; tell me then, Wether Dr, Sh, is ſeemingly fincerg, 
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To the Churchman chat thinks Mr. Law (tho 

a Hickfian) writes for the Church, and for that 
reaſon admires him, I would propoſe this queſ- 
tion; Which is a Fool, the Churchman, or Mr; 
Law If Mr. L., in oppoſition to Mr. Ls 
Conventicle, writes in favour of the Church, 
Mr. L. is a Fool: and then, pray, why does 
the Churchman admire a Fool ? But if M. L. 

in favour of Mr. Ls Conventicle, writes in op- 
Pofition to the Church, the Church man is a Fool 
(for thinking Mr. L.'s doctrine is the doctrine 
of the Church): and then pray, what is Mr. 

L. the better for a Fol's admiration ? 

Hence it appears that Mr. Law's defence of 
the committee, does not juſtify but expoſe em · 
Now ſince Mr. L.'s ſophiſtry is #ſeleſs to em, 
and ſince your own is exhauſted, Pm at a loſs to 
know from what quarter they expect a recruit 
The dean I know relies on Mr. Steb. as much as 
the com. does on the dean. I hope what is here 
advanced will contribute to make him and you 
and the com. converts to right reaſon and the 
goſpel, | 

As to Mr. Steb.”s firſt treatiſe, I need on- 
ly to condemn, not to anſwer it. I find we are 
to expect an anſwer from another: tho? for my 
part, I think it as much beholden to your 
opinion of it for deſerving one, as a fop is to 
gold lace for being a fine gentleman, | 
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Lloog for ſame New opinions from the com 
and to know what the com. can ſay in excuſe 
for the com. I doubt not but the dn. (after his 
wonted way) is now in ſearch for ſame nem 
Meanings for em. What theſe next Meanings 
will be I don't know, SAL 
man, except Que; namely, the Dean. | 


Ax cada member of the Com; 
loogs, it ſeem, to re-perſecure his Lp; but 
finding the K ds in his Way, repeats your 
Own — 4 at the K. He's very angry at the 
Royal writ, but doesnt at all doubt the convo- 
cation s ſurviving it: and if they ſurvive it,(ac- 
cording ta him) they'll do wonderful feats in- 
deed | tho? they have miſcarry d in their firſk 
accuſation, they will then venture at a ſecond; 
and that ſecond, we are told, ſhall be this 
That his Lp. denies 3 are 1. Hirn ro his ene- 
mies have repreſented him as having too much 
reſpe& for our ſaviour: —$rorTLY, he's to be 
xepreſented as having tao little. Let em go 
on as they intend, and his Lp. will have no- 
thing to fear, but more Victory to hope for. If 
they add ten thouſand Charges againſt him, I'll 
— as many Qdds as there are Members of the 

ittee to One, that this One {till gets the 
berth of * em: and that the biſhop will be a- 


bler to Defend the biſhop, than the com. to 
2 Oppoſe him. 5 
n 


(* 


„ you a 4 Quellicn 
about a #rifle with all the ſolemuity in the world. 
I call upon your Lp. (ſay you), By all the 
the Regard that is due to Truth, to Religion, 
tothe Goſpel, and to the Church of Chriſt, to 
tell me, without Diſguiſe —What Authority 
© you allow to the Church. a important 
Queſtion indeed tis juſt as if I ſhould ask a 
* H/hat o Clock it is in this manner —- 
Friend, I call upon you, By all the Regard 
< that is due to Truth, to Religion, to the Goſpel, 
„ne ee e 291] ug, without 
© . Diſguiſe, — M hat o Clock it is. Truth, Re- 
ligion, the Goſpel, and the Church of Chriſt, 
have juſt as much to do with This queſtian, as 
with the Former. 

So much for the manner of your ꝗueſtion. 
To the mat ter of it L have very little to 
Except that theſe woe ſhould always 


s 
7 rene Tun 
5 Cavikcu? 
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Tas Latter, you 7 ſay, is an imperrinem 
5: 6h Tifay u e ee 


* The pointin 3 1 — bis Lp. and the Com is, 


How muck authority his Lp. by his Doctrine ltd * 
at 
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that his Lp.'s beſt anſwer to it 1s This — that 
it deſerves Nne. 

IN ſhort, what eke the ahi has not, 
(I believe) is 10 Queſtion with his Lp. : What 
authority it ha, is a Queſtion, and will Al- 
ways remain ſo. The beſt reſolution of it I 
can give you at preſent, is the following; 
viz. that the church hath authority Enough 
to puniſh You and Others for dul his Lys 
the preſs, and the pulpit, in that'inſolent man- 
ner you do. perhaps Iought not to mention 
zou and the pulpit in the ſame period; becauſe 
a correſpondent of mine in the temple aſlures 
me, you n, trouble it thrice in a Fweſve- 
month. 


Oxs thing further I miſt obſerve relating 
to the Queſtion you propoſe, and then hope to 
have done with Queſtion and Anſwer. Tis 
only to tell you, chat tho? it be a great queſtion 
with you, Whether the biſhop, in the whole of 
the biſhop's doctrine, is againſt All authority, 
tis a very little one with me, Whether the dean, 
in ſome parts of the dean's, is for All. *Tis 
true, at. the ſame that in thoſe very 
N the 22 by his method of giving All 


has a&rally Dxxx'p tothe Church? To prove bi, t tis is 
pertinent to ask How much authority, he in his own private 
Sentimenta not ct publiſh'd, ALLOWS to che Church? 


authority 
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authority to the clergy does in effect deprive em 
of All, by making it A center in That which 
they have no Right to. but for this conſequence 
the laity are to bleſs, not his Deſign, but his 
Inadvertency. 

 Amonssr all the flagrant falſehoods which 
have been ſo liberally fulminated againſt his 
Ip. from the preſs, the pulpit, and the mob, I 
cannot find that the moſt daring of his enemies 
has yet thought fir to charge him in expreſs 
terms, with preaching down, ex profeſſo All au- 
thority in the church; but only with preach- 
ing it down, By preaching down all Abſolute 


human authority. So that when you and o- 


thers ſay his Ip. allows No authority to the 
church, you mean not, in reality, to charge 
him wich that as his doctrine, but as a conſequence 
of his doctrine. but is it his Jordhip that makes 
that conſequence? no; he ſays not a word about 
it. why then, it either makes it ſelf or is made 
by his enemies: if by his enemies, then his ene- 
mies muſt blame for it, not his lp, but his ene- 
mies; on the other hand, if it makes it ſelf, ie. 
if it follows unavoidaly from the Doctrine his Ip. 
has aſſerted of the church's having no Abſolute au- 
thority, then the queſtion comes to be this-— 
Whether you'll admit that Doctrine to be a 
True one, or not ? if you admit it to be a True 
one, then To ſay the Conſequence you blame 
his Þ. for, follows unavoidably from the Doctrine 
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his Lp. has aſſerted, is to ſay it follows una- 
voidably from the Truth his Ip. has aſſerted ;andif 
fo, when you blame his Lp., you blame the Truth, 
for Aſſerting ir. This is the drift of what you 
offer againſt the Conſequence of his Lp.”'s Doctrine, 
ſuppoſing you admit that Doctrine to be a True one : 
but if you fay you do not admit it to be a True 
one, you expreſly Aſſert what in other places 
you'd be thought to Deny, i. e. that the church 
have Abfolute authority ; for, that the church 


have not Abſolure authority, is re ipſa the 
Doctrine of his Lp. 


Wnar Tve been inſiſting on in a Great 
Many words, I'Il repeat it in a Few. The 
authority his lp. derties to the church, is an 
Abſolute authority: Ar Abfolute authority 
you confeſs the church have not: By aſſert ing 
then that there's no authority for the church to 
have but That which his Ip. denies em, you af- 
ſert that there's no authority for the church to 
have but That which you confeſs they have not. 
I wou'd ask you now in the firſt place, Do you 
your ſelf ſtand to it that the church have zo Ab- 
ſolute authority ? to this you daren't ſay NO; 
I would ask you again, Do you your ſelf cen- 
ſure the bp. for that very doctrine? to this you 
have often ſaid YES. Why, then permit me to 
put this fair queſtion to you; M hich of theſe 
two points are you fincerein; In denying with 
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the biſhop, that the church have Abſolute au- 
thority ? or, In cenſuring the bp. for denying it? 
*tis manifeſt you do Both : and that you cannot 
be ſincere in Both, is equally maniteſt, becauſe 
they are Contradictories. 


In anſwer to what you advance at 4th or 
5th hand upon abſolutely and properly, refer you 
to two things; common ſenſe, and the Dictionary. 
I have nothing farther to ſay to you upon this 
head, except that You are as much beholden 


to abſolutely and properly for Mirth, as a Water- 


man to ſculler, oar, tor a Six-pence. 


By this time Any reader is able to judge of 
the controverſy. He has Two queſtions be- 
fore him: The Firſt is exceeding difficult to de- 
termin; namely, Which of theſe two has the 
right to diſpoſe of God's favour, 60D or THE 
CHURCH? Gop's vindicator will have it that 
G 0D, and 60D alone, has the right to diſpoſe 
of the favour of God: THE chuncn's vindicators 
will have it, that THE chunch (not God) has 
this right. I leave every body's common rear 
ſon ns THE CHURCH'S) to determin the 
point. 

T ns ſecond difficulty is this; — Whoſe 
km. is the km. of Chriſt, CHRIST'S, or THE 
CHURCH'S? CHRIST'S vindicator contends 

that Chriſt's km. is cuxis rs; and h Chriſt's: 
E 2 THE 


0 


THE cHURCcH's on the other gde (Many of 
em) ſeem to inſiſt upon it that Chriſt's km. is 
THE CHURCH'S; and wholly The Church's : Some 
of*'em indeed will have it that it's Both wholly 
THE CHURCH's and wholly cRRKIS T's t00; 
Others are for Compremiſing the matter, and 
infiſt upon it that it's partly Chriſt's, and part- 
ly The Church's, i. e. that Chriſt's km. is but 
Half of it Chriſt's. Here indeed are a great 
many points to be determin'd : I again leave 
every body's common reaſon (except The Church's) 
to determin em. 

Such are the B.'s ſentiments! Such are the 
Cs! The B. will have it that the church has 
only the church's Prerogative : the C. will have 
it that it has not the church's only, but Chriſt's; 
that it has not Chriſt's only, but God's. | 

I x what manner now mult we think of the 
bp.? In what manner muſt we think of the com. ? 
what encomiums can flatter the One? or what 
outcries, what malignity can abyſe the Other? 
To fuch a bp. the Panegyrick of a Pliny is no 


' Compliment : On ſuch a com. the Invective of a 


Juvenal is no Satyr. 

* A late writer againſt Mr Toland is an- 
gry at his lp. for Mr. Toland's being in the 
Kight in ſome points, and therein agreeing with 
his Uz Another author too, who is a dull 


* Vid. Mr. Mangey's Anſ. to > Nazarenus. 
T A late memb. of the Com. who troubled the World 
d other day with A Pref. to the B. of B. Mr. P. and Mr. Toland. 


one 


d 
d. 
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one indeed ( I forget whether I mention'd him 
before) calls Mr. T. with an Irony, his1p.'s | 


 HoxovraBLz aſſeſſor. Theſe gentlemen 


ſeem to think, that it among Many BAD o- 
pinions a man has One Go 0D one, that oo 
one is, for that very reaſon, a BAD one. Ac- 
cording to them then, it among a Great Ma- 
ny balf-pence in my pocket I happen to have a 
guinea, that guinea therefore is no guinea, but 
a half-peny. T's circumlocutorily alledg'd 
that Mr. T. is a Deiſt; has either zo notions, 
or wrong ones, of Chriſt's km : that therefore 
from Mr. T.'s Agreeing with his lp. that If 
there be ſuch a thing as a km. of Chriſt 


Chriſt Alone is King in that Kingdom, it fol- 


lows that Chriſt Alone is not King in that 


km. —a committee-conſequence indeed! 


Wur ſhou'd it be made a new Charge a- 
gainſt his lp. and the truth, that Mr. T. (the 
reputed Deiſt) 8 with Them, and Dif- 
fers from the Com. ? Tis either reaſon or re- 
ligioa, that induces him, if reaſon, tis weak 
in any advocate for the com. to charge his lp. 
with a deiſt's having more reaſon than the com.: 
but if religion induces him: tis {till weaker in 
an advocate for the com. to charge his Ip. with « 
deiſt's having more religion than the com. 


- 


Ib. p. 6. 
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Poco reaſoners indeed! As if his lp-s 
Argum became weak ones by Mr. T.'s 
affirming em! — What ! muſt a Rich man throw 
away Money, becauſe a Beggar has Money? 
or, muſt he Biſhop DxS> KT the Truth, be- 
cauſe Mr. Toland x MBRACES it? 

Ir the church may be right in every thing, 
ſurely a deiſt may be right in ſome thing. 
®Tis to Mr. T.'s honour, and not at all to his 

_ Lp.'s diſgrace, that they agree in points where- 
in No men, that have Senſe without Prejudice, 
can differ. His Ip. thinks an unwarrantable au- 
thority, unwarrantable ; Mr. Z. think ſo: His 
Ip. for his opinion has his reaſon; Mr. T. has 
his: Each has a good one; The One, as 4 
Chriſtian, is for the RIGHTS of a Chriſtian; 
the Other, as a Man, is for then 10 HTS of a 
Man: NEITHR of em for an Authority that 


Deſtroys BOTH. 
Wov'p you know, reader, whether the 


committee-man who Hates Mr. T. in Love 
to God, to Chriſt, and to the Goſpel, has a 
fucere love for God, for Chriſt, and for the 
Goſpel? go to him, and he tell you he has; 
but go to his doctrine, and it will tell you ano- 
ther ſtory. who can believe he's a Friend to 
God, who would take away God's prerogative ? 
who can believe he's a Friend to Chrift, who 
would take away Chriſt's? or who can believe 
he's a Friend to the Goſpel, who quotes Goſpel tor 

| doing 
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doing ſo? does the Goſpel command people- to 
rob God, to rob Griſt, to rob Chriſtians of 
their own? conſult the Robbers, and They'll tell 
you, it does; but conſult the Goſpel, and it will 
tell you otherwiſe. 

Tu never ſo angry as when I find men bur- 
leſquing ſcripture by making every little, ſelf- 
iſh, ridiculous doctrine of their dun, a doctrine 
of ſcripture. The dn, I obſerve, is often doing 
this; but as often as I obſerve it, I imagin, 
they muſt either be weak perſons or wicked ones» 
who take the dn. meaning of the ſcripture, 
not the ſcripture's, to be the ſcripture's. I pray 
God I may always take ſcripture to be ſcripture ; 
and human corruptions of it (call em the church's, 
or whoſe you will) to be but human corruptions 
of it. As long as I do this, I kzow I ſhall find 
that To write Down chriſt's km, is to eſta- 
bliſh the divel's. — Thoſe who do ſo, we ſee, 
diſown that they do ſo: their diſouning it, 
makes em guilty of tuo things, viz. Of eſta- 
bliſhing the Divel's km, and of denying they 
eſtabliſh it. But, pray, reader, obſerve in 
what ſenſe Alone it can properly be deny d that 
they eſtabliſh the Divel's km: Why, in this 
ſenſe Alone; they don't expreſiy, they don't ver- 
bis ipfiſſimis teach ſome of the doctrines they 
are charg'd with ; which puts me in mind of 

the character that's given of a profane man, by 
an old favourite author of mine, who wrote 
men 
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men with 2 peculiar juſtneſs, brevity, and hu- 
mour, above a century ago; © A profane man 
« (ſays he) is one that denies God. as far as 
the law gives him leave, i. e. only does not 
e ſay ſo indown-right terms, for ſo far he may 
« go. The men I've been ſpeaking of don't 
aſſert Abſolute authority in theſe very words 
[Ze aſſert Abſolute authority,] therefore (I war- 
rant) when they aſſert it in others, they don't 
aſſert it, as if becauſe a man is going a round 
about way to Rome, he's not going to Rome. 
Shall a High-way-man, when he has ſo Much 
impudence, as to rob The K. or The Pr. in 
a By-Lane, have ſo much More as to tell em 
he's not robbing em, becauſe he's not Rob- 
bing em in the High-way ? or ſhall a Commit- 
tee-man, when he has ſo Little conſcience, as 
to deny God and Chriſt their Prerogative, 
have ſo much Leſs as to ſay he doxw't deny it 
em, becauſe he dosn't deny it em in this Un- 
diſguiſed form [1 deny God and Chriſt their Pre- 
rogative)? Is denying it in many words, leſs 
denying it than denying it in a few? tis true 
indeed, in other words than your own you and 
others might have deny'd it em more glaring- 
ly, but not more properly, than in your own. 
This kind of modeſty is, in reality, no dimi- 
nution of guilt, but a diſguiſe of it. that it has 
no vertue in it, I Affirm: but that it has no 
prudence in it, 1 deny; ; for, by means of this 

Blind 


0 4¹ J 


Blind you each: of, you. Tara the . inadvertent 

anultitude's dbſerving, and being Enrag'd at 
obſerving, how much their God, their fu 

and themſelves are Abus d. by their own tolera- 
ted clergy. 80 that his part of your condu& 

is owing, not 20 you, but ta your fears; and may, 
with more, propriety, . be call'd an artful beha- 
viour, than a modeſt one; inaſmuch as by re- 
curring to it, you are ſo far from not denying 
to God and Chriſt the prerogative of each, 
that you deny it em as far as you Dare, and to 
men of penetration tis certain that your deny- 
ing it ho diſguiſedly, does not hide, but more 
than Any thing expreſs, the Heinouſneſs of your 
denying it; by ſhewing that you have WiC- 


kedneſs Enough to be guilty of, what even 
you Your Selves are a 4 to have it , 


you are guilty Pa. wv, + oh. 


| Berone I 80 on, or rakes Before I ſtop Gr 


now indeed I begin to be weary of you), I 
muſt make-one obſervation, for the uſe of ſuch, 


as ſay the bp. is againſt the Church; why? why, 


(ſay they) he denies All Authority to the Charch.. 
von-ſenſical . Cant! they may as well ſay. the. 
bp. is againſt Al Mankiad; for when he denjes 


All wifible human Authcrity in the aff. uirsof. Cunſcis! 


ence and Salvation, the authority Deny'd is De-, 
ny d, not to the Church Alone, but to All Mar 


kinds When a man has loſt the Uſe ot big, 
F Links, 
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Limbs, is it proper to expreſs it by ſaying tis 
has don the UTe of bis little Toe? or, When al 


Authority that belongs to 10 man is Forbid- 
den al men, is it proper to ſay it's Forbidden 
the Church? who in the Lift of Mankind 46 
but come under this number, AH. 
In ſhort, theſe two or three men the church 


bear the ſame proportion to the feſt, as the 
drummers of an army to an army, or as the 


dean of C's good qualities to the bitfibp of 
Bengor S. 


17 appears now that [the 2 has winde 
the by's enemies Impertinent ; tW²Ill appear 
preſently that this Inipertinenceis of uſe to em; 
and that there's an End to ſerve by this word 
Church, which ſcarce any other word cout con- 
tribute to. For em to ſay his Lp,'s doctrine 
tends to overturn al Mankind, nr bs a 70 
mantick account of it, and regarded as ſuch; 
and perhaps procure a great many lauge, 
but no beliefs; nor wou'd ſuch an accuſation 
raife in people's minds ſo bad an idea of bit 
Ip.'s doctrine, as of it ſelf : but, To ſay (as they 
do) that his do&rine tends to be the 
Church, is Alarming; rouſes an Attention to it 
in every man, and an Averfion in ſuch, as are 
led, not by fexſe, bur ſound, and, for matter 
of Headpiece, differ from Beaſts in thin, that 
they are not call d ſo. That word Mankind is 
of no weight with he Mob : but by thoſe Two 
words 


words Cnuß en 2 ad 25): you may manage 
em, as Plow-men do horſes, by His, Wo. — 


Church 7 e. the name of it) the mob are as 5 


of, as a child of a Hobby-hoyſe'; and Clergy th 
Loye, 48 a N does Phunb-pudding. 
this geaſon the bps enemies when they write 
(well know g they only write to the mob) take 
ſpecial care to remember theſe two words; 
and you ſhall meet with. church and clergy in 
Their mouths as frequently, as thee and thou 
in a Quaker's. As for the Dn., indeed to do 
juſtice to him, I think he 58 not mention 
this word clergy very often; but church is as 
dear to him, as Ge god's ſake to a Beggar, or 
as god damn ye to a Bully. 

Tnus far I have been ſhewing that the bi- 
ſhop's ſermon againſt All viſible human authority 


in affairs of Conſcience was preach'd, not To 


the church Alone, but to Al Mankind ; and if 
againſt one of *em, againſt both, | 

Luxx us ſuppoſe now in complaiſance to the 
dean, that the biſhop's ſermon had been preach- 
ed, not To Al Mankind but, To the church A- 
lone. what ground is there in'this caſe for the 
dean to in/inuate, and for others to aſſert, that 
it's againſt the church ? why, ( lay they) it Op- 
poſes the church's Authority - in what? in Af. 
ſerting Chriſt's.—a wonderful Compliment to 
the church! that the biſhop is AGAINST the 
chur ba, by being rox Chriſt! But is his Lp. 
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| "Againſt Al the church 15 i. e. Againſt al the cler- 


gy) by being For chriſt ? ſurely he i isn 72 fire 
ly they are not al Againſt chriſt. | I wou'd 
hope that but very Few of em Maintain that 
our bleſſed lord is not ſole king in his own king- 
dom; and conſequently that his lp. Oppoſes but 
very Few of em, by Oppoſing ſuch an Extra- 
vagant doctrine. 

Ir one were to judge of all the Clergy by 


ſome of em, or if thoſe who call Themſelves 


the Church, were the Church, * Chriſtianity 
and the Church wou d be very remote from 
one another. 


Ix the wicked men, whom every body ſees I 
hint at,are the church, no doubt but the church 
and ſuch other orthodox perſons will think Me 


very heterodox for talking at this rate Againſt 


the church, and in Favour of thoſe two here- 
ticks, truth and the biſbop. I freely confeſs T 
am, I always was, and I always wi be (in ſpite 
of the church), a ſincere friend and ſervant to 
em, to the Utmoſt of words and wiſhes ; and am 
ſorry for nothing more, than that I have no- 


thing Better to ſerve em with. I declare I 


cou'd as freely die as write, for their ſervice. 


— 


In the Firſt Edit, the Sentence went on thus--Chriſftianity 
now, as Chriſt formerly, might be ſaid to ſtand between two 
Thieves, {+ The Ch, and tbe D. e 

—As 


450 


= Pm a 4 20 them, ſo I'm an Enemy 
to ſuch (and oniy to ſuch) as are their's. if Al 
the church, 1. e. if All the clergy, were in that 
number, In Reſpect to the clergy J ſhould be 
ſorry for it: But thanks be to God, and w—_ 
of em, that ſome of em are out of it. theſe, I 

perſwade my ſelf, will think me no Adverſary 
to them, by being ſo to The reſt of em. No good 
clergy-man- can be Angry at me for reflecting 


upon bad ones; - No bad one can a ag me by 
his Anger. | 


Arn having ſaid ſo much in Oppoſition to 
the dn., the world will excuſe me (tho? perhape 
not eafily) it I offer SoumrH NO in his Favour. 
The dn. is (I was going to ſay bleſt, but may 
more properly ſay) curſt with very great abili- 
ties. it appears, he's diſtinguiſh'd by em from 
a Weak man, By being Abler than ſuch a one 
to do a Great deal of miſchief. Tis a com- 
mon ſaying, that G. ſends meat, But the D-1 
ſends cooks So I think one may ſay of the Dn., 
that G. gave him az underſtanding, but the * 
D--1 gave him a wil. this is certainly true, if the 
Meaning of the dn's doctrine, is the dn's ; tho 
not otherwiſe. 


I am aware that the enemies of chriſtianity - 


**— — c 


vid. note on the Devil p. 49. 
Vill 
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will diflike the language I give ea Se 
three places, and think my affection for chriſt 
is too .atteGjonately expreſo d. To obviate this 
objection I requeſt tuo things from you; wiz. 
that I may offer a Few words in Defence of 
a Few; and that You will attend to em. | 
crave Your attention eſpecially while 1 explain, 
my ſelf on this word diveh, . becauſe I have 
ſome apprehenſions it may ſuffer by the con» 
ſtructions and conſequences you commonly 
make. As Iremember, when his Ip., gn the 
point of the Calumny, was ſo favourable as 
only to call you his Acguler,. you preſently be- 
gan to think you had ſomewhere or other met 
with Sac (Ang. the Divil) put for an 
Accuſer ; which fill d your head fa full of greek 
and the divel,that you thought his lp.,by calling 
you bis Acguſer, certainly meant to call you 
aucun (Ang. the Divel.) —Ifſhall finiſh-my 
Greek with Reminding (not Informing) you, 
that AidCoa@ in the Septuagint &c., Now 
and Then, ſignifies A Farst Acgyſer; Neyer- 
an Accuss.—lIt on ſo little ground you be- 
lievd the Biſhop's meaning was to call you 
a greek divel, it's well if you don't often think 
I mean to call you an engliſ one; and that 
when I name the divel and the dean in the Same 
line, my meaning is, to make Co-Divels of 
em. To prevent (I ſay) all ſuch miſunder- 


ſtandings as theſe, I would humbly offer to you 
; what 


(#) 


What follows as a key to nur doe, and ts 
INNER 


Tu ſabje& we are upon, is thrifts king 
Btl. you and the comm. advance that in this 
km. Other perſons Beſides ehriſt, have an uu- 
thority of adding new laws to chriſt's equally 
obligatory with ehrift's : To have ſtich an au- 

ity in chriſt's km. (ſay T) is To have 
chriſt's hoes Authority of mating laws in 
chriſt's km.; To have chriſt's Kingly authori- 
ty of making laws in it, is To have al pile 
Kingly authority in in it; Whoever have this 
al poſſible Kingly authority in it, are Rings in 
it; To advance then (as you and the comin. 
do) that Other perſons Beſides chriſt, actualy 
pars this all poſſible Ringly authority in the 
km. of chriſt, is to ſet up thoſe other perſohis as 
_ 6ttier Kings Befides Chriſt in the km. of Chriſt: 
and to ſet them up as other Kings Beſdes 
chriſt, is To ſet em up as Kings in Oppo- 
fition to chrift; in the km: o? chriſt: for, who- 
ever are Kings Beſides, are certainly Kings As 
much as, chriſt in his km. and by virtue of be- 
ing Kings "4s much as elirifh, are quatify'd to 
make heir Own pleaſtire, inſtead f Chriſt's, the 
rule of their government: ſince To be Kings 
Theniſehves as much as Chriſt, and yet Oblig'd 
to govern Subjeftively zo Chriſt's pleafure, is a 
contradiftion. So far you'll agree With me: 
and if ſo far, you 1ſt agree with me tarther ; 


5 tor 


(48) 
for if theſe upſtart kings in chriſt's kingdom, 
are qualify'd to govern according to their 
Own pleaſure inſtead of Chriſt's, moſt certainly 
they are qualify'd to govern according to their 
Own pleaſure in Oppoſition to Chriſt's : , And. if 
ſo, ſure Iam right when I ſay they are Kings 
in Oppoſition to Chrift ; and that their ſetting 
up ſuch a km. of their Own within the km. of 
Chriſt in Oppoſition to Chriſt's, is ſetting up, 
not Chriſt's km. but the Divel's : But if it be 
the Divel's km., then the gentlemen who write 
for it, write for the Divel's km.; it ſo, they 
muſt not be angry at Me, but at Themſelves, 
for my calling their own Kingdom and their 
own Doctrine by the Name of their own. 
herein, I think, I'm very conſiſtent with chri- 
ſtianity: for if it be a chriſtian expreſſion, 
to call Writing for the kingdom of chriſt, 
Mriting for the kingdom of chriſt, tis certainly 
a chriſtian one, to call Writing for the king- 
dom of the divel, Writing for the kingdom of 
the divel. 

Tuts indeed I ought to have advertis'd 
the reader of, before he was a reader, in or- 
der to inſtruct him, that when I charge Dr. 
Sh. or the com. or others, with wickedneſs by 
any name or epithet whatſoever, I wou'd not 
be thought to reflect on what they mean by 
their doctrine, but on their doftrine. .T he bad- 


neſs of the latter is not all alter d by the good- 
nels 


(49) 

"nefs of the former. Give to the com. 's do- 
trine the com. s meaning, and I'll call it the 
com. 's; but give to the coni's doctrine it's o] 
meaning, and none but it's own, and T'll call 
1t*=—, The dean of C. in one book, m—_ 
It of God; in another, of the Biſhop : 
God, by Aſſerting that he has commited = 
diſpenſation of his favour to the church; Of 
the Biſhop, by Inſinuating that he has offet'd 
a moſt ſhocking Indignity to our bleſſed Lord. 
In each of theſe two places, underſtand the 
dean of C's words in a meaning Diſtinct from 
their Own, and you'll ſay the dean of C. talks 
like the dean of C.; but underſtand em in 
their O un, and you 11 ſay the dean of C. ß 
not like the dean, but, like rhe divel of C. B 


LzrT me as à friend now, before 1 Alu 
you, * eu a little r e l oy 


n 


— 


* * Inflead of this Dam, in * firſt Edit. was {the N 
The author means that this, and the like ſeemingly ſarcaſtical 
expreſſions may be of (a. mach, tho of) no more weight with 
the reader, than the argument they are grounded on; namely, 
the argument zuſt now advarited, to prove that the km. the 
com. write for, is the km. of the Divel. p. 47, 48. To which ſame 

argument all ſuch expreſſions were by the Pretatory N. B. in the 
firſt and ſecond editions, plainly refer d; in this, moRe plainly. 

+ The Aſertion refer'd to, in it's Oun meaning, Robs God 
of his Prerog. z what, pray, is liker the Divel? 

The Infinuation refer d to, is a Calumny, What, pray, is 
liker the ditel: who, in M A N X Greek authors, is put for a 
talumniator; in oN E Engliſh one, for an accuſer} Vid. Dr. 
Eb. en the Devil], 

. G led 
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let me intreat you to follow it. Tis only 
this; — that for the future you'll talk ſeriouſly 
upon matters of religion: And let me beg of 
you, never to laugh in print; but labour ra- 
ther to convince the world that you are a pro- 
tound Divine, than a merry Fellow. love cha- 
rity; not perſecution. write Chriſt ; not the 


* Divel. make a Uſeful man, of an Able one. 


make an Humble dean, of a Little one. make 

a Sound arguer, of a Subtil one. make an 
ingeniouſly Good author, of an - ingeniouſly 
Bad one. in one word, make a Hoadly of a 
Sherlock. 


Lr me prevail with you, Dr. to become a 


Chriſtian, to become a Gentleman, to become. a 
Man, in your Principles; or at leaſt, in your 


Writings. At preſent, I know not what to 


make of you: for indeed you ſeem to be none 
of the Three. I ſpeak this in regard to 


the doctrine you defend, and to your manner of 


defending it. 


TuERE is more colour of reaſon than rea- 
ſon, in your arguments : and, to do juſtice to 


em, I think they are fit for the uſe of ſuch, 


as are apter to Believe every thing, than to 
Examine any thing. 


1 — 


— 


Vid. the fore going note on the divel of C. p. 49. and the 
argument, p. 47, 48, 


So 


* 
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8o much to the a concerning the dean] 
I beg leave now to trouble him with a word 
or two in relation'to a certain gentleman in- 
titubd My Self.” you ſhall have my Other 
name by and by; left, not knowing Who I 
am, you ſhou'd take me or your od ROS 
Mr: Sykes. 

Do x*r think fit to 1 me: or, * 
do, be ſure to abuſe me; and ſhey that you 
are not writing againſt any Argument of mine, 
but againſt Me. tell me, Im not the bible, or 
that the bible is heretic K, that the bible is 
ſchiſmatic K, that the bible is phanaticK, the 
* Tein Kdmwe M, the Triple Alliance againſt 
order and orthodoxy. make his Lordſhip an- 
ſwerable for every little weakneſs of my Own ; 
and make my Qwn more than my Own. ſay 
Tm againſt chriſtianity ; ; becauſe I ſtand up 
for chriſt. Say, I have neither conſcience nor 
common ſenſe ; becauſe I vindicate conſcience 
and common ſenſe. ſay I Hate the church ; 
becauſe I Love a biſhop. finally, wonder at 
my impudence in ſtriking at a committee of 
great and grievous offenders againſt the goſpel, 
by defending the goſpeL | 

I leave it to your choice, High and Mighty 
Dr., either to ſay all theſe fine things of me, 


FRET knows the 014 — alluded to. | 
or 


(4) 


or elſe to let All, the notice you tale of me be 
This tliat / am not worthy of i, Ot end 7 
Ar you don't anſwer me, Ihope at leaſt 
you'll remember me: and regard the good ads 
vice EIN you, WITT you ame 
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Wl Oy 7 80 0 'R Xp: * 
Tits H E:'Tomn, has, for ſome time, been very - 


1 to jp Who iy Dr e 


man. Ae 711 Bave been on 
on this occaſion.” The Dr. is this man; and the 
Luk is that man; and the Dr: is every Mun but the 
— 1 ſatisfy the curious, I let dem know, that 
EL $4 certain Seotch gentleman. in town, who, I - 
find, knows the author perfectly well; can inform 
em, that he is none of the perſons he is taken for ; 
but that the boch intituf d, A Letter from Ellinlin gh, 
is A Letter from Edinburgh; and that Dr. Gilbert 
Dalfymple, is Dr. Gilbert Dalrymple. 


